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contributed to the disturbed state of the locality. There fwere two
other important alterations proposed, namely, the power to levy
compensation for injury caused by the misconduct of any party, and
to regulate processions which were likely to lead to a breach of the
public peace.
Such was the Bill against which public opinion had emphatically
expressed itself since its introduction in October of the previous year.
On the side of the Opposition was to be found a somewhat mixed
company, which, wonderful to relate, included the "European and
Anglo-Indian Defence Association" of Ilbert Bill fame. Inside the
Council, the strongest critics" were the Maharaja of Durbhanga and
Pherozeshah, who, notwithstanding the plausibilities of the mover of
the Bill, Sir Antony MacDonnell, had no difficulty in showing up
the true character of the innocent-looking measure. Under cloak of
redressing a wrong, it was in fact an attempt to invest magistrates
with extraordinary powers in supersession of the ordinary courts of
law. They were to have a free hand in singling out individuals for
punishment. The guilty and the innocent were equally at the mercy
of the executive. Those who lived in the disturbed area were just
as much liable to punishment as absentee landlords who may be
hundreds of miles away. The measure was in fact nothing else but
an attempt, as Pherozeshah characterized it, to convict and punish in-
dividuals without a judicial trial, under cover of executive measures
foe the preservation of order. This was an opinion which was not
confined to noisy agitators, but, unfortunately for Government, was
shared by some of its own officers. The language employed by
Pfaerozeshah, which raised a breeze in the Council Hall, creating an
atmospheric disturbance which was felt far and wide, was, therefore,
none too strong:
My Lord, I cannot conceive of legislation more empirical, more
retrograde, more open to abuse, or more demoralizing. It is impos-
sible not to see that it is a piece of that empirical legislation so
dear to the heart of executive officers, which will not and cannot
recognize the scientific fact that the punishment and suppression
of crime without injuring or oppressing innocence, must be con-
trolled by judicial procedure, and cannot be safely left to be